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Abstract: Extreme climatic conditions likely caused a massive fish mortality during the summer of
2001 in the St. Lawrence River. To corroborate this hypothesis, we used a physical habitat simulation
approach incorporating hydraulic and water temperature models. Spawning Habitat Suitability
Indices (HSI) for common carp (Cyprinus carpio) were developed using fuzzy logic and applied to
the model outputs to estimate habitat weighted usable area during the event. The results revealed
that areas suitable for common carp spawning (HSI > 0.3) were severely reduced by high water
temperatures, which exceeded 28 ◦C during the mortality event. During the mortality event, the
amount of suitable habitat was reduced to <200 ha/day, representing less than 15% of the maximum
potential suitable habitat in the study reach. In addition, the availability of cooler habitats that could
have been used as thermal refuges was also reduced. These results indicate that the high water
temperature in spawning areas and reduced accessibility to thermal refuge habitats exposed the carp
to substantial physiological and environmental stress. The high water temperatures were highly
detrimental to the fish and eventually led to the observed mortalities. This study demonstrates the
importance of including water temperature in habitat suitability models.
Keywords: 2D model; common carp; fish habitat; fuzzy logic; water temperature
1. Introduction
Understanding and quantifying the effects of habitat availability on fish populations
is crucial for protecting habitats from anthropogenic pressures [1–3]. Since the mid-1970s,
simple habitat preference curves have been used to represent fish habitats, allowing for the
development of Habitat Suitability Indices (HSI). Such habitat predictions can be helpful
to inform water resources managers, prioritize conservation decisions and contribute to
environmental assessments [4–6]. The most commonly used variables for fish habitat
evaluations are water depth, velocity and substratum [7]. With advances in computational
power, it is becoming increasingly possible to implement spatial habitat models over
large areas [8–10] and incorporate additional variables into the models, increasing their
accuracy [11].
Of these additional habitat variables, there has been renewed interest in the incorpo-
ration of water temperature in fish habitat models due to its role in all aspects of fish life
history, including reproduction, phenology, survival, feeding, growth, habitat selection,
migration and intra- and inter-specific competition [12–15]. Water temperature has also
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been identified as a main driver of fish mortality [16–18]. As river temperatures are in-
creasing as a consequence of anthropogenic activities [13,19–21], there is an increased need
to improve understanding of the river temperature response to past and future climatic
trends. A deeper understand of the drivers of thermal heterogeneity within rivers and the
impact of this upon river habitats and organisms is, therefore, needed [22–25].
During June and July 2001, more than 25,000 carcasses of common carp (Cyprinus
carpio) were found along 250 km of shoreline of the St. Lawrence River, including Lake
Saint-Pierre, the fluvial lake where this study was conducted [26,27] (Figure 1). The main
species affected by the mortality was the common carp. The overall amplitude of the
mortality is underestimated as carcasses were only removed in inhabited areas due to
the potential public health concerns of decomposing carcasses (e.g., water contamination,
bacteria outbreaks, bad smell). Observations from Mingelbier et al. [28] established that
mortalities were spread over a wide area and randomly distributed (i.e., the carcasses were
not transported from one specific location downstream by the flow), indicating that the
cause of death was most likely not a point source. The hypothesis of a localized spill or
contamination causing such high mortality was, therefore, eliminated. Frequency analyses
performed on hydrometeorological data in the St. Lawrence drainage basin confirmed that
the elevated water temperature (34 ◦C) and low water levels measured during the summer
of 2001 led to extreme conditions for fish [27,29]. Due to these extreme conditions, the
common carp population was rendered immunodeficient [30] and vulnerable to bacterial
infection [26]. The magnitude of the event of 2001 was significant for the ecology of the
St. Lawrence River, also killing individuals from several other fish species, including
those in the Catostomidae, Anguillidae, Acipenseridae, Ictaluridae, Esocidae, Percidae and
Centrarchidae families, albeit in smaller numbers (<100 individuals/species).
Figure 1. The freshwater course of the St. Lawrence River: locations where more than 25,000 dead common carp were
collected during the mortality event of 2001 (adapted from Ouellet et al., 2010). The modeling results are shown for the
Lake St. Pierre (dotted box area).
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Although Ouellet et al. [29] demonstrated that the hydroclimatic conditions of 2001
were extreme (maximum daily water temperatures with a return period of 47 years), the
relative scarcity of hydrometeorological data covering the St. Lawrence River meant that
it was not possible to achieve a detailed portrait of the mortality event by looking at
the spatiotemporal distribution of water temperatures during the event. Given this lack
of knowledge, additional information was needed to obtain a complete picture of how
water temperatures in the St. Lawrence River can influence fish habitat under extreme
hydroclimatic events. This paper presents the development of a spatially distributed 2D
habitat model to better understand the role of water temperature in carp habitats and its
role as a trigger for fish mortality during the extreme event of 2001. The specific objectives
of this study were (1) to develop an HSI for common carp spawning based on a fuzzy logic
approach, (2) to estimate the importance of water temperature as a carp habitat variable by
exploring its spatial distribution and dynamics at different time scales and (3) to spatially
and temporally quantify common carp spawning habitat during the 2001 mortality event.
2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Site
The St. Lawrence River, also known by its Mohawk name Kaniatarowanenneh meaning
‘big waterway,’ is one of the largest rivers in the world. It flows over 1000 km from Lake
Ontario, the most downstream of the five Great Lakes, through the Canadian provinces of
Ontario and Québec to the Atlantic Ocean (Figure 1). The mean annual flow at fluvial Lake
St. Pierre (Sorel gauging station) is 10,333 m3 s−1 [31]. Water levels in the St. Lawrence
River are mainly a function of discharge from its regulated and unregulated tributaries [32],
which results in contrasting water body characteristics (water temperature, water color,
turbidity, conductivity, etc.). In the St. Lawrence River, inputs from these tributaries
generate distinct water masses [32]. These different water sources flow side by side for
hundreds of kilometers with minimal lateral mixing, generating important gradients
between fish habitats. The river’s morphology is highly variable, and the flow is mainly
concentrated in a large navigation channel (depth ≥ 11.3 m and width ≥ 230 m) [33].
The St Lawrence’s average width is approximately 2.5 km, although it varies between
~800 m at its narrowest point to ~15 km within three fluvial lakes [32]. These fluctuations
between wide and narrow reaches affect the velocity and water temperature cooling and
warming processes.
We focus on Lake St. Pierre, where most common carp spawning habitats are lo-
cated [29]. This section of the St. Lawrence River results in a natural river widening, with
a mean depth of 3 m and a low surface slope. Those characteristics, combined with low
velocity, long transit time (18 days) and high aquatic vegetation density (shallow and
deep marshes) near the shoreline, enhance residence times [9,34]. The water tempera-
ture regime of the St. Lawrence River is highly variable over space due to this complex
morphology [34].
2.2. Hydrodynamic Simulations as Input for a Habitat Model
An existing coupled hydrodynamic-water temperature model (H2D2) [35,36] was
used to produce the basic data that served as input for the spawning habitat model at
daily time steps. The model was developed and tested over the entire fluvial reach of
the St. Lawrence River and shows good predictive power [9,37,38]. It uses detailed
topography, bathymetry and a substratum description of the floodplain and riverbed to
simulate the hydrodynamics on a high-resolution finite element mesh for specific discharge
scenarios. H2D2 was calibrated and validated against the measured flow, velocity and
water temperature datasets and was used to simulate real-time hydrodynamic conditions
for the St. Lawrence River [31,34].
H2D2 was run using discharge conditions from 2001 in order to simulate depth,
velocity, vegetation density [37] and water temperatures corresponding to the time period
surrounding the carp mortality event. For subsequent computations, these environmental
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variables were transferred to a regular grid containing 160,000 nodes with an average
density of one point every 80 m (varying from 60–200 m depending on local bathymetry).
All information from the 2D simulations was interpolated to this modeling grid using a
nearest neighbor approach. The grid covered the entire floodplain of the St. Lawrence
River and simulated water temperature data as inputs for the spawning habitat model.
2.3. Habitat Variables
Four key variables were selected to characterize the common carp spawning habitat
based on the literature for the St. Lawrence River [38,39]. The common carp generally
spawns in relatively shallow water areas (<2 m), where velocity is almost null, and plants
or debris suitable for use as egg support are present [40]. Therefore, water depth (m),
vegetation density (%) and velocity (m/s) were selected as environmental variables to
represent the spawning habitat. In addition, the inclusion of water temperature as a habitat
variable was tested to evaluate its contribution in estimating common carp spawning areas.
The common carp spawning period (based on McCrimmon [38] and specifically for
the St. Lawrence River) starts when the water temperature reaches a threshold of 17 ◦C
(with an optimal value between 18 ◦C and 23 ◦C). At around 26 ◦C, the spawning activity
decreases, stopping completely at 28 ◦C. Water temperatures exceeding 34 ◦C are lethal
for the common carp [9]. It was hypothesized that access to thermal refuges was limited
during the carp spawning period of 2001. This was explored by including thermal refuge
habitat within the model. A search was conducted for cooler areas in the immediate vicinity
of thermally unsuitable spawning habitat. As no specific information was available in the
literature concerning thermal refuges for common carp, the optimal water temperature for
spawning activity (<23 ◦C) was used to define what could be considered as cool recovery
habitat where fish could potentially recuperate or avoid the warmer areas. The optimal
temperature for spawning was used since this threshold involves no negative physiological
thermal stress, and therefore, temperatures below this threshold should be suitable for
fish recovery.
2.4. Habitat Modeling Using Fuzzy Logic
The fuzzy logic approach transparently mimics human reasoning by describing habitat
characteristics with linguistic labels such as ‘low’ depth or ‘high’ velocity, rather than
numeric ones [41,42]. For example, people generally have an individual perception of
what shallow water means; however, it may be challenging to be specific about the exact
upper limits of this category, as such a value may be considered shallow by some and
intermediate by others. Furthermore, fuzzy logic was developed to represent gradual
changes in categories (i.e., shallow to intermediate depth) for a given variable that are
not necessarily mutually exclusive rather than using exclusive thresholds based on a
dichotomic classification. Therefore, unlike Boolean logic (true or false, 0 or 1), fuzzy logic
allows for the relaxation of the classification criteria by associating a specific numerical
value of a given variable with various degrees of membership to more than one category
simultaneously [43]. In this way, if a depth value of 0.45 m is at the boundary between
shallow and medium depth in traditional Boolean logic, 0.45 m will represent the threshold
between those two categories in traditional HSI. However, in fuzzy logic, the transition
between categories is gradual, meaning that values between 0.4 m and 0.5 m, for example,
could be part of both shallow and intermediate categories (Figure 2).
Because quantitative descriptions of common carp spawning habitats are scarce in
the literature and mainly based on expert knowledge, fuzzy logic was deemed the most
appropriate approach to develop a habitat suitability index based on specific common
carp habitat requirements [40]. Fuzzy logic and its various uses in habitat models are
detailed in [41,43]. A fuzzy HSI offered the following advantages: (1) is it particularly well
suited for the description of categories of habitat variables that may not be fully mutually
exclusive, given the natural variability and model uncertainty, and (2) it allows for the
incorporation of information from different sources (e.g., quantitative, qualitative and
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expert knowledge from scientific and angling literature). This approach requires (1) the
development of univariate fuzzy habitat suitability criteria (equivalent to habitat suitability
curves in conventional models) for key variables, (2) the definition of a composite HSI
using these key variables and so-called fuzzy rules and (3) the simulations of the key
variables for the conditions measured in 2001.
Figure 2. Linguistic values and membership functions for each variable used in carp spawning habitat calculation.
The development of an HSI based on fuzzy logic was completed as follows: the first
step is called fuzzification, where each variable category is transformed into a linguistic
value called a ‘fuzzy set’ [44,45] (for example, a water depth < 0.3 m will be categorized
as “shallow”) (Figure 2). The second step consists of developing a simple model defining
each needed category of habitat variable via a membership function (linear, Gaussian, etc.).
Third, each possible combination of the different variable categories defined in step 1 are
articulated in a set of IF-THEN rules, and for each rule, a consequent habitat suitability
is assigned (for example, if the depth is shallow, and if the velocity is slow, and if the
vegetation density is medium, and if the water temperature is adequate, then HSI is high).
This third step must be repeated when modifying a variable or the variable combinations.
Finally, the defuzzification step enables the conversion of the final HSI linguistic values
back to numerical ones, enabling HSI calculation. For this last step, the center of gravity
(COG) was used [44].
2.5. Water Temperature Scenarios, Habitat Suitability and Habitat Availability
To evaluate the contribution of water temperature as a habitat variable for the common
carp and to compare available spawning areas and habitat suitability under contrasting
conditions, two scenarios were computed (A and B), both of which included water depth,
velocity and vegetation density based on the flow conditions measured in 2001. Scenario A
excluded water temperature altogether, and Scenario B simulated water temperature data
for 2001. HSI values (0–1) calculated in each grid cell under each scenario were mapped
across the study area to represent the suitability of the common carp spawning habitat.
An HSI value of 0 means that there was no suitable habitat. HSI values >0, and ≤0.3
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were considered as poor habitat quality; Values >0.31 and ≤0.7 were classified as medium
habitat quality (suitable), and values >0.7 corresponded to good habitat (highly suitable,
showing the best conditions for spawning).
To better represent the variation in habitat availability between the two scenarios,
weighted usable habitat areas (WUA in ha/day) were calculated as follows: WUA =
∑(HSI values × geid cell area).
Results of the spawning habitat simulations comprised HSI values (0 to 1) distributed
across the study area at each time step and daily WUA.
2.6. Simulation Periods
For the purposes of this study, simulations were computed at a daily time step be-
tween 24 May (when water temperature reached the threshold deemed adequate for carp
spawning, i.e., 17 ◦C in most of the shallow water areas) and 31 July, two weeks after the
peak in mortality. The WUA showed the results for the entire simulation period. However,
given the large amount of data produced, the spatially distributed habitat variables (input
variables and HSI) are presented for two dates: 1 June, corresponding to the period preced-
ing the mortality event, and 15 July, corresponding to the peak mortality event; both dates
cover the spawning period for the common carp. In addition, the results are only presented
for the Lake St. Pierre, where most common carp spawning habitats are located [29]. These
results are representative of other shallow spawning habitats used by the carp elsewhere.
3. Results
3.1. Hydrodynamic Simulation of the 2001 Study Period
The hydrodynamic model simulated the four habitat variables daily as a function
of environmental conditions measured during the summer of 2001. Between 1 June and
15 July (Figure 3), discharge decreased from 8171 m3/s to 7101 m3/s, leading to a reduction
in both water depth and velocity. Such a decrease is typically observed later during the
summer period, but during the summer of 2001, this decrease occurred substantially earlier
in the season, resulting in a water level decrease of 0.4 m in Lake St. Pierre between June
and July. In shallow habitats, the velocity also decreased from 0.4–0.2 m/s in June to below
0.2 m/s in July. Vegetation density, which is driven in part by velocity and water depth,
did not differ significantly between the two periods. Water temperature values were on
average below 22 ◦C in May and rapidly increased after 1 June, reaching the common
carp’s spawning thermal limit of 26–28 ◦C by 15 July.
3.2. Usable Habitat Area
To illustrate the temporal change in areas of usable spawning habitat, daily WUAs
were computed for scenario A and B between 24 May and 31 July (Figure 4). Scenario A
had consistently higher values of WUA, and the differences in WUA were greater during
the warmer days. In scenario B, the calculated daily WUAs are systematically lower (mean
of 4277 ha, with minimum and maximum values of 31 ha and 8830 ha) than for scenarios A
(mean of 7028 ha, minimum 4494 ha, maximum 9180 ha). The smallest amount of useable
habitat under scenario B was reached on 27 May 2001, revealing critical periods during
which minimal suitable spawning habitat was available (e.g., 27–30 May; 1–4 June) due
to a high water temperature (>26 ◦C) in about 90% of the shallow areas. Fewer spawning
habitat areas were available under scenario B, with 11 days of the time series exhibiting
daily values < 200 ha and 24 days with values < 1000 ha. WUAs calculated for scenario B
were lower (25 to 47 %) than those calculated for scenario A.
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Figure 3. Spatial distribution of the habitat variables A: depth (m), B: velocity (m/s), C: vegetation relative density (%) and 
D: water temperature (°C), used in the model simulating carp spawning habitat in the Lake Saint-Pierre area. Two exam-
ples are presented for the year 2001: during the spawning period preceding the mortality event (1 June) and during the 
fish mortality (15 July). 
Figure 3. Spatial distribution of the habitat variables (A) depth (m), (B) velocity (m/s), (C) vegetation relative density (%)
and (D) water temperature (◦C), used in the model simulating carp spawning habitat in the Lake Saint-Pierre area. Two
examples are presented for the year 2001: during the spawning period preceding the mortality event (1 June) and during
the fish mortality (15 July).
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Figure 4. Daily weighted usable areas (WUA ha) between 24 May and 31 July corresponding to carp spawning habitat
available in the freshwater river reach between Lake St. Louis and Trois-Rivières. Values were computed for two scenarios:
(A; medium grey) excluding water temperature and (B; black) including water temperature as simulated for 2001.
3.3. Habitat Suitability
The common carp spawning habitat was mapped for scenarios A (excluding water
temperature as a habitat variable) and B (water temperature as simulated in 2001), and for
1 June (pre-mortality; Figure 5) and 15 July (mortality event peak; Figure 6). A comparison
of the two scenarios revealed a high degree of contrast between the distributions of suitable
spawning habitat (HSI values) for both dates. These inter-scenario differences were constant
across both dates (1 June and 15 July), with June having a higher quantity of HSI values
classified as ‘good’ habitat quality. For the two dates (1 June and 15 July), areas with a
water depth < 0.8 m, a velocity < 0.1 m/s and a vegetation density around 40–90% were
designated as suitable for common carp spawning.
Scenario A exhibited a greater quantity of HSI values classified as ‘good’ habitat
quality on 1 June compared to 15 July, when floodplain habitats were no longer available
due to decreasing water levels. This shift in the spatial habitat distribution between the
two dates was observed for the two scenarios. Overall, for both dates, a greater area and
more suitable spawning areas occurred in scenario A, which excludes the influence of
water temperature. Mean HSI values were over 0.71 for more than 90% of the potential
spawning habitat area and always exceeded 0.3 (medium habitat quality). Scenario A
showed that HSI values above 0.31 (medium quality) were mainly located in shallow
waters (depth < 0.5 m) and represent between 40 and 70% of the available area, while
HSI values below 0.3 (poor quality) were principally located in areas where the other
habitat variables became limiting (i.e., depth > 1.2 m, current velocities > 0.2 m/s and
vegetation densities < 40%; Figure 3). However, for scenario B (2001 simulated water
temperature conditions), HSI values dropped below 0.3 in areas where the other scenarios
showed higher HSI values. Habitats classified as ‘medium’ or ‘good’ quality were almost
completely absent (<10% of the available area) in scenario B. These overall observations
were similar for the two dates.




Figure 5. Spatial distribution of habitat suitability index (HSI) for the carp spawning habitat in the Lake Saint-Pierre area
simulated for 1 June 2001, during the mortality period. Two scenarios were computed: (A) excluding water temperature
and (B) including water temperature as simulated for 2001.
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Figure 6. Spatial distribution of habitat suitability index (HSI) for the carp spawning habitat in the Lake Saint-Pierre area
simulated for 15 July 2001, a few days before the mortality event began. Two scenarios were computed: (A) excluding water
temperature and (B) including water temperature as simulated for 2001.
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The comparison of the different input variables (Figure 3) highlighted that water
temperature was mostly limiting in scenario B and explained the differences observed
between the scenarios. Scenario B showed that areas that were identified as suitable in A
were, in fact, affected by water temperatures over 26 ◦C on June 1st and were subsequently
exposed to a rapid and prolonged warming, reaching temperatures up to 28 ◦C by 15 July.
The shallowest habitats were even warmer, often exceeding 28 ◦C. The water temperature
reached the upper limit for common carp spawning (>28 ◦C) over more than 20% of the
available spawning habitat. Areas with cooler temperatures were available only in water
depths > 1.6 m, where the velocity exceeded general spawning common carp habitat
requirements (<0.2 m/s). The daily simulations showed that on some days, 100% of the
potentially available spawning habitat was affected by water temperatures exceeding 28 ◦C,
meaning that spawning habitats were no longer suitable for the fish, as shown in Figure 4
(Section 3.2).
4. Discussion
4.1. Habitat Suitability and Availability
The present study showed how adverse temperature conditions limited the availability
of suitable spawning habitats for the common carp. As revealed by the series of simulations
between 24 May and 31 July, suitable spawning habitat areas were sometimes drastically
reduced to between 0 and <200 ha in Lake Saint-Pierre during four different periods of
3–4 consecutive days. During those periods, it is not only habitat quantity (i.e., area) that
was affected, but also habitat quality. Indeed, on occasion, less than 10% of available habitat
was suitable, with a majority of the HSI values being lower than 0.30 as temperatures
approached a and even exceeded 28 ◦C. Under less extreme conditions, it is possible that
the spawning habitat would have been available in sufficient quantity for all individuals of
a specific population to access it and reproduce. However, since spawning itself requires
higher energy demands, fish reproducing in poor quality habitats may be subjected to
higher stress [46], which can eventually result in reduced reproductive success [46–48].
4.2. Access to Thermal Refuges
A closer inspection of the simulations was helpful in examining spatio-temporal
patterns in the data and understand the water temperature dynamics in the shallow habitat
where common carp were present. The water temperature simulations revealed that
shallow habitats were susceptible to water temperature, exhibiting daily water temperature
pulses (e.g., strong warming trend during the day, followed by cooling at night) along
the shores, especially in the large and shallow fluvial Lake Saint-Pierre. Shallow habitats,
which warm fast, were the first to be affected by high water temperatures. Moreover,
given the magnitude and duration of the climate event in 2001, the high temperatures
rapidly affected deeper habitats, where the velocities were close to common carp swimming
capacities [40]. Only the main channel (Figure 3), where the flow is concentrated and can
reach 10,000 m3 s−1, stayed cooler. It is unlikely that these habitats were used, as the
navigation channel of Lake St. Pierre is known to represent an obstacle to fish movements
(Quebec Wildlife Department, unpublished data). This meant that this deep-water habitat,
the only remaining zone of cool water, could not serve as a thermal refuge, likely further
increasing thermal stress.
During fieldwork, carp were observed systematically moving towards spawning
habitat early in the morning, suggesting that fish spawned during the day but did not
spend the entire day in the same type of habitat. Since the typical spawning habitat for the
common carp is shallow and exposed to high temperature, it was hypothesized that carp
were resting during the night in deeper and cooler habitats with higher dissolved oxygen
concentrations. However, in June 2001, these areas of cool habitat (<23 ◦C) were scarce,
patchy and mostly in areas where current velocities were >0.2 m/s in or near the navigation
channel. In addition, they were located far from the spawning grounds. This suggests that
fish were mainly restricted to warm habitats (>28 ◦C), with little or no access to thermal
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refuges. Whether they attempted to spawn or not is unknown, but field observations
indicated that they were trapped in these spawning habitats, further reducing the potential
for behavioral thermoregulation. This most likely resulted in additional physiological
stress that contributed to the mass mortality event.
This raises questions about the likely inability of spawning common carp to access
a thermal refuge habitats and highlights the importance of habitat connectivity between
shallow habitats for spawning (during daylight) and cooler habitats for resting (during
the night). The habitats of fluvial environments are receiving an increasing research
focus [49–52]. Such information would have greatly contributed to the present study by
providing important information on the common carp behavioral thermoregulation via the
use of thermal refuges and how connectivity between habitats affected their capacity to do
so. This highlights the need for a better understanding of connectivity impacts in aquatic
ecosystems and future investigations incorporating fish swimming capacity, specific habitat
requirements and actual field conditions. This would likely provide useful information for
fish managers to identify and protect a series of critical habitats.
4.3. Limitations and Improvements
We believe that fuzzy logic, which can deal with qualitative habitat descriptions and
a degree of uncertainty (e.g., overlaps between variable categories, diverse information
sources or different fuzzy sets or scenarios) was particularly well-adapted to the present
study given the limited published information concerning common carp habitat and the
subsequent necessity to supplement these data with information from professional anglers.
Although we attempted to obtain field data on carp movements and habitat use using
biotelemetry techniques, it was not feasible to complete field validation in such a large
aquatic ecosystem (over 35,300 ha). Despite this, the predicted spawning areas for carp
were in general agreement with our field observations (unpublished data from the Quebec
Department of Fauna and Natural Resources), indicating that the habitat preferences used
in the present model were realistic. Given that the objective of this study was to show
the role of water temperature as a factor limiting the availability and quality of spawning
habitat, possible model biases are less of a concern.
This study shows that the use of multi-variable models can help to create more realistic
scenarios, as long as the selected variables increase the model’s predictive power. There
is a trade-off between increasing the number of variables, computational power and the
model’s transferability. The selection of the variables should always be guided by avoiding
redundancy (e.g., by examining variable collinearity), parsimonious selection of the input
variables (e.g., via sensitivity analysis) and ensuring that selected variables are attuned
to the hypotheses of the study. Our results clearly showed that the development of a 2D
spawning habitat model that included water temperature provided a better understanding
of the role of temperature as a limiting factor in spawning habitat availability and quality
during the 2001 carp mass mortality event in the St. Lawrence River. The addition of
water temperature as a habitat variable allowed us to better define the spatial limits of
essential habitats for common carp spawning. Although it was not possible to directly
quantify the links between water temperature and the mortality event or other water
quality parameters (such as dissolved oxygen) due to lack of data, our results clearly
indicate that fish were exposed to elevated water temperatures and that the available
habitats and access to thermal refuges were reduced, likely driving a substantial increase
in thermal stress. This probably added to the existing stresses related to the spawning
pressure (an additional metabolic stressor) and potentially low dissolved oxygen (due to
elevated water temperature). The development of a cumulative stress model could help to
fully understand how those stressors interacted and increased the overall ecophysiological
stress to further explain the contribution of the thermal stress.
Given that water temperature is a major influence on aspects of fish life cycles and
the fact that thermal stress on aquatic organisms will likely increase under future climatic
change, there is an urgent need to anticipate the consequences of future temperature
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changes on different aquatic ecosystem components. This could be achieved through 2D
water temperature modeling. Such models could be adapted to other species and for
other aquatic ecosystems, for example (1) to map thermal refuges for evaluating potential
mortality in winter or summer, (2) to map the length of the growing season relative to
the fish productivity of a specific region, (3) to map the potential distribution areas for
harvested species or the expansion potential of invasive species, (4) to better understand
the effects on fish phenology, particularly the onset of spawning, and (5) to develop various
applications such as the role of extreme temperatures that could act as a barrier to fish
habitat connectivity.
5. Conclusions
Our study highlights the importance of including water temperature in habitat suit-
ability models. The ‘control’ simulation, characterizing a common carp habitat in 2001
using depth, velocity and vegetation as habitat variables but excluding temperature (sce-
nario A), predicted large areas of suitable habitats for common carp spawning. However,
this result largely reflects the fact that the non-inclusion of temperature in the habitat model
results in a substantial overestimation of common carp spawning habitats in comparison
to the ‘real’ availability of suitable habitat available in the summer of 2001. Indeed, when
water temperature is included in the model (scenario B), most of the habitat area simulated
in scenario A was shown to be unsuitable during the summer of 2001. Results from scenario
B corroborate the major detrimental effect of a high water temperature on carp spawning
habitats during the summer of 2001 at a large spatial scale.
It is hoped that the present paper underlines the advantage and potential of including
the temperature in the set of fish habitat variables, that the results will be useful to river
managers and that the results will stimulate new avenues of research. Such research can
inform fisheries management, with the ultimate goal of developing a better understanding
and a better level of protection of fish habitats, as well as providing important information
on the resilience potential of aquatic ecosystems.
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